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"Long ball hitters" at Fort McPherson awaiting movement to Saudi Arabia, December 1990.
Kneeling are Maj. Clay Newman, Maj. Larry Pippin, Maj. Rich Halbleib, (unknown), Maj.
Dan Gilbert, and (unknown). Standing are Maj. John Combs, Maj. Brad Smith, Maj. Bob

Wegman, Maj. Tom Polmateen, Lt. Col. David Mock, Maj. Mark Wagner, Maj. Paul
Hughes, (behind Wagner), and (rest unknown)
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General Schwarzkopf and three of his planners: Lieutenant Colonel Greg Eckert,
Major Dan Roh, and Colonel Purvis
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Helicopter pilots had to learn to fly in the Saudi desert

Troops eating in austere desert conditions
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Russia foreign minister, Eduard A. Shevardnadze, addressing the UN Security Council in
the debate on the use of "all necessary means" to ensure Iraq's compliance with the UN

resolution ordering it to withdraw from Kuwait by 15 January 1990

M1 tanks driving in column in the Saudi desert
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Soldiers from the 24th Infantry practicing a dismount from a Bradley tank
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Lieutenant General Frederick M. Franks, commander of VII Corps, and his senior
commanders: seated from left, Major General John Tilelli, Jr., 1st Cavalry Division; Major
General Ronald H. Griffith, 1st Armored Division; Franks; Major General Tom Rhame, 1st

Infantry Division; Major General Paul E. Funk, 3d Armored Division; and Major General
Rupert Smith, U.K. 1st Armoured Division.

A 5th Special Forces trainer instructing Qatari soldiers
before the ground phase of Desert Storm




